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Current Topics. 


Lord Haldane in America. 

Lorp HALDANE’s visit to America, an innovation from 
ancient custom which must cause Lord ELDON to turn in his 
grave, shews how far we have travelled since HENRY 
BrouGHam took his place on the woolsack in 1830. Until then 
no Lord Chancellor had ever ventured to leave England, much 
less travel beyond the sea, and when BRouGHAM went North to 
Scotland a year or two later the whole legal, social and political 
world was aghast with horror at his audacity. The King, 
indeed, was seriously displeased, and is said to have called it 
“High Treason ” of the Chancellor to carry the Great Seal out 
of England. Probably William IV. had in mind the notorious 
JEFFREYS’ exploit in 1688, when he attempted unsuccessfully to 
follow his royal master in his flight to France, and threw the 
Great Seal into the Medway—hoping thereby to dislocate all 
public business. Certainly BRoUGHAN’s eccentricities gave the 
King some cause for annoyance. He took part in undignified 
games and antics at a Scottish country house; in particular, he 
contrived to lose the Great Seal, and the ladies who discovered 
it made him redeem it by a game of blind man’s buff in which 
he was guided by music to a tea-chest where it lay hid, 
Probably this unhappy escapade it was which led the King, on 
a reconstruction of the Whig Ministry in 1834, to insist upon 
the Great Seal being taken from BRouGHAM and vested for some 
time to come in three Lords Commissioners. Lord HALDANE, 
we need hardly say, is scarcely likely to imitate the eccentricities 
of his famous predecessor. . 


The Great Seal in Commission. 

A SOMEWHAT CURIOUS situation, apparently without any 
constitutional precedent, has arisen from Lord HALDANE'S 
journey. He has followed the old practice of placing the Great 
Seal in Commission, but in a novel fashion. The Constitution 
recognizes three possible ways of dealing with the Seal. It may 
be given to a Lord Chancellor ; it may be placed in the custody 
of a Lord Keeper—a common practice in Tudor times ; or it 
may be placed in the keeping of Commissioners to execute the 
office of Lord High Chancellor. But those are alternatives ; 
when there is a Chancellor or a Keeper there are no Com- 
missioners ; it is when a vacancy occurs on the woolsack that 
Commissioners are appointed. Now Lord HALDANE appears to 
be retaining the office of Chancellor while placing the Seal in 
Commission—an arrangement which seems a little difficult to 
reconcile with the first section of 1 and 2 William and Mary, 
cap. 2], which regulates the procedure to be adopted on the 
appointment of Commissioners. Nor is this the only innovation. 
Ever since 1700, when WILLIAM and Mary renewed the praetice, 
the Commissioners have always been judges, But Lord 
HALDANE has given the Seal to Lord Mortgy (who is Lord 
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President of the Council), Earl BraucHamp (another Cabinet 
Minister), and Sir Herpert Cozens-Harpy, the Master of the 
Rolls—two laymen and one judge. Still another precedent is 
broken here. For, in former times, whenever the Master of the 
Rolls has been one of the Commissioners he has been the first ; 
this was the case with Sir JosEpH JEKYLL in 1725, Sir CHARLES 
Pepys in 1835, and Lord LANGDALE in 1850. But in the present 
case, Lord MORLEY is named First Commissioner. The point is 
important, for whereas in all ordinary judicial and administrative 
matters the Commissioners act as a body, it is the First Com- 
missioner who appoints and removes officers, and exercises the 
Crown Patronage—this is provided by section 98 of the Judica- 
ture Act, 1873. The explanation for both innovations, we 
fancy, may be found in the fact that high judicial offices may 
become vacant this Long Vacation, as to which the Government, 
for obvious reasons, prefers to retain the power of appointment 
in the Cabinet. Whatever be the reason, these variations from pre- 
cedent shew that Lord HALDANR is not disposed to be hidebound 
by the mere pedantry of legal traditions and etiquette when 
no public purpose is served thereby. 


The Testing of Writs. 


TO SOLICITORS, especially those who contemplate the issue of 
writs in the Long Vacation, the most interesting question which 
arises out of Lord HALDANk’s novel departure is a very practical 
one. All writs issuing out of the High Court are witnessed or 
“tested,” to use the technical term, by the Lord Chancellor ; 
they conclude with some such words as these : ‘“* Witness, Richard 
Viscount Haldane of Cloon, Lord High Chancellor, etc.” Now 
how are those writs to be tested while the office is in Commission ? 
When the office of Chancellor is vacant and the Seal is not in 
Commission they are tested in the name of the Lord Chief 
Justice (Rules of the Supreme Court, ord. 72, r. 3). But when 
the seal is in Commission it would seem as if they must be tested 
in the name of all three Commissioners. For this seems to 
follow from the language of 1 William and Mary, cap. 21, which 
lays down the — to be observed when the Seal is in 
Commission. ‘ Whereas several authorities, jurisdictions, and 
powers are by several Acts of Parliament and otherwise,” rans 
section 1 “ vested, settled and placed in the Lord Chancellor of 
England for the time being. Now for the preventing 
of all doubts and questions which may arise whether all or any 
of those authorities, jurisdictions poe | powers may be exercised 
by such Commissioners, Be it enacted that such Com- 
missioners for the time being may use and exercise at all times 
according to their commissions all and every the same 
and like offices, authority, jurisdiction and execution of laws and 
all other customs, privileges, emoluments and advantages which 
the Lord Chancellor for the time being ought to have, 
use, or execute, etc.” This section certainly seams to contemplate 
that the “testing” of writs, which is part of the “execution of 
laws,” should be exercised by the Lords Commissioners. Possibly 
the words “according to the commissions” might be read as 
meaning that different parts of the Chancellor's duties and powers 
in the “execution of laws” might be vested by their com- 
missions of appointment in different Commissioners. The point 
is certainly interesting ; but no doubt the officials of the Law 
Courts have already considered it and decided on the form in which 
writs shall be tested. 


The Court of Criminal Appeal. 


IT Is not very often that judges enter into the lists of a 
legal controversy, especially one in which the conduct of a 
judicial tribunal is subjected to criticism. It is still less frequent, 
we believe, for a judge to write in the press under the guise of 
anonymity. But both courses have apparently been adopted by 
one member of the judicial bench, as to whose identity we may 
hazard a guess since he indulges id the Latin pun, Curia per 
incuriam. In Monday’s issue of the Times appeared a letter, 
which we print elsewhere, signed JupEX DAMNATUS (i.z., the 
criticized judge), and defending the Court of Criminal Appeal 
against censure passed on it in various quarters for the error of 
judgment we’ adverted to last week. That court, it will be 


an appeal from a judge who happened also to be one of the 
three judges composing the court when it heard the appeal. 
Among the critics of this course is Sir HARRY POLAND, who con- 
tributes to the Times a letter condemning it ; it is hardly necessary 
to say that there is no greater living authority on criminal 
law and judicial etiquette in criminal cases. JUDEX DAMNATUS, 
while hinting that the judges are not likely again to expose 
themselves to criticism in this respect, boldly defends the course 
actually adopted. With part of his plea we need not concern our- 
selves ; it consists of the old argument about the expediency of the 
practice, and the inconvenience of any other, which we endeavoured 
to refute last week. But Jupex Damnatus takes a bolder 
line ; his letter, more or less, suggests that Parliament intended 
trial judges occasionally to sit in the court which hears appeals 
from themselves. It is a little difficult to believe that Parliament 
seriously contemplated anything of the kind, since in a cognate 
case—civil appeals—section 4 of the Judicature Act, 1875, 
expressly provides as follows :—‘“ No judge of the said Court of 
Appeal shall sit as a judge on the hearing of an appeal from any 
judgment or order made by himself or made by any Divisional 
Court of the High Court of which he wasandisa member.” It is 
scarcely credible that Parliament, which laid down this rule for 
civil appeals in 1875, can have deliberately intended to apply a 
different rule to criminal appeals when it passed the Criminal 
Appeal Act of 1907, which is silent on the subject. Yet from the 
silence JuDEX DAMNATUs infers the consent of the Legislature to 
an arrangement it had emphatically forbidden in civil cases thirty 
yeara ago! The truth is that in 1907 Parliament made the mis- 
take of including only nine judges in the Court of Criminal 
Appeal and thereby—in view of the many judges who go circuit 
—made it difficult to avoid the presence of the trial judge, 
occasionally, at the hearing of an appeal. But since then an 
amending Act has expanded the court so as to include all the 
judges of the King’s Pench Division, and therefore has removed 
any excuse for the continuance of an undesirable arrangement. 


New Trials in Criminal Cases. 


Sir Harry PoLann’s letter not only condemns the system of 
judges sitting to hear appeals from trials over which they pre- 
sided, but goes on to urge that the Court of Criminal Appeal 
should be given power to order new trials. At present, he urges, 
when a prisoner has been convicted of some serious offence, such 
as murder, blackmail or rape, in the course of which the judge 
misdirected the jury or admitted inadmissible evidence, the 
Court of Criminal Appeal quashes the conviction and a man who 
may be a dangerons scoundrel goes free because of a judicial error 
in the conduct of the case. Power to order a new trial of such 
a prisuner, he suggests, ought to be given the court. Asa 
matter of fact, the judges have many times asked for this power, 
but hitherto the legal advisers. of the Government have thought it 
best to refuse it. In our opinion their view is the right one ; the 
evils of the present system are not so great as Sir HARRY POLAND 
—who retired from practice some years ago—probably imagines 
from newspaper reports. In the first place, the mere fact that 
the Court below has gone wrong does not ensure the quashing 
of a prisoner’s conviction. On the contrary, a proviso to section 
4 of the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, empowers the court, notwith- 
standing that it considers the ground of appeal must be decided 
in the prisoner’s favour, to affirm the conviction if it is satisfied 
that no substantial miscarriage of justice has taken place. The 
result is that no prisoner escapes because of a mere technicality ; it 
is only when there has been an error in the proceedings, such as 
to leave the court in doubt whether a jury would have convicted 
had the prisoner been properly tried, that the court quashes the 
conviction. Even then, in most cases a simple method has grown 
up of securing a re-trial. Often there are more indictments than 
one against the prisoner ; sometimes for different offences, some- 
times for cognate offences relating to one series of acts. On 
conviction, it is usual not to proceed with any indictment beyond 
the first. When a conviction in such a case is quashed by the 
the court above, the prisoner is sent back to be retried on the 
indictments which havé not been proceeded with. Of course, 
there are cases in which no such device is available, but - are 
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judicial traditions involved {in retrying an acquitted prisoner. 
The reopening of criminal trials, even after acquittal, is well 
known to the Indian Penal Code, but the results are such as to cause 
grave doubts of its advisability. The recent Sitaypur Case, in 
which two men acquitted of murder at a first trial were after- 
wards retried by the High Court of their province and sentenced 
to death, has not impressed favourably English practitioners at 
the Criminal Bar. Anda score of years ago, when the Council 
of English Judges recommend:d the establishment of a Criminal 
Appeal Court, they expressly disapproved of such an innovation. 
“To prevent oppression,” they recommended, “if the first 
conviction is wrong, the accused ought not to be put in jeopardy 
again, 


A Strike of Barristers. 


From 1HE the columns of the Daily Telegraph we learn that 
the Bar of Natal, the Transvaal, and the Orange Free State 
has gone on strike. The cause of the strike is an order of 
the South African Government reducing the fees paid to 
prosecuting counsel in Government cases—which in the colonies, 
as in Scotland, form practically the only criminal cases. The 
English system, under which some twenty-five per cent. of 
criminal prosecutions upon indictment are conducted by private 
prosecutors, seems to be very largely a system peculiar to this 
country. In South Africa, we may point out, although all the 
four colonies are now united into one, with a single Parliament 
Executive and Judiciary, the Supreme Court, other than the 
Appeal Court, is still separated into divisions corresponding to the 
colonies, and in each division a local Bar has the monopoly— 
much as it is upon our English circuits. The result is that it 
is impossible to import barristers from Cape Colony, the 
predominant partner in the South African Union, which is free 
from the legal strike, to conduct cases in the other three 
divisions of the court. We must say that we can scarcely 
commend this new departure of our professional colleagues in 
South Africa. It does not consort well with the Tienity 
of a great profession to adopt the methods of a Trade 
Union. The Bar in every country lives largely on_ its 
prestige, and such tactics do not strengthen that prestige. We 
doubt, too, whether any success is likely to attend them. After 
all, advocates are not indispensable in law courts. Certainly 
prosecuting counsel are not indispensable. The police-officer in 
charge of each case can easily arrange the order of his witnesses, 
and put them in the box ; there the presiding judge can easil 
elicit their evidence without the assistance of counsel. Indeed, 
at the Old Bailey, when inexperienced young barristers appear 
with their first court brief, the court more often than not 
practically does all the examination and cross-examination of 
witnesses. No, the better way for lawyers, if the fees offered 
are really inadequate, is to bring their political influence to bear 
in favour of a remedy. In every civilized country lawyers have 
seats in the Legislature and influence with the Government 
proportioned rather to their knowledge of law and politics than 
to their numerical strength in the population. With such 
influence to aid them there should be no need to employ the 
strike as a weapon for redress of grievances. 


Company’s Liability for Fraudulent 
Misrepresentation. 

A VERY interesting application of Lord MACNAGHTEN’Ss judg- 
ment in the now well-known case of Lloyd v. Grace, Smith & Co. 
(1912, A. C. 716, at p. 737), was made by the Lord Chancellor in 
the Scots Appeal of Mair v. Rio Grande Rubber Estates (Limited), 
(1913, W. N. 235). Lord MACNAGHTEN, in the passage referred 
to, quoted with approval a remark of Lord BRAMWELL in /Veir v. 
Bell (1878, 3 Ex. D. at p. 245), tothe effect that “every person 
who authorizes another to act for him in the making of any 
contract, undertakes for the absence of fraud in that person in 
the execution of the authority given, so much as he undertakes 
for its absence in himself... .” This passage was quoted 
by Lord MACNAGHTEN as giving an alternative, and perhaps 
preferable, mode of stating the reason for a‘principal’s liability for 
any fraud committed by his agents in the course of his employ- 
ment, instead of the usual reason, namely the doctrine of Res- 
pondeat superior. Now in the Scots Appeal to which we refer, 





this principle had to be applied in the following circumstances. 
The plaintiff alleged that he had taken shares in the defendant 
company on the faith of a statement in the prospectus to the 
effect that one of the directors, a Mr. LITTLER, who possessed 
a special acquaintance with the locality which the com- 
pany proposed to exploit, had made a report to them in 
which he stated that the estate contained great quantities 
of wild rubber trees ; this statement, the plaintiff alleged, was 
false, and he claimed rescission of his contract to take the shares. 
Both the Scots courts, that of first instance and that of appeal, 
held that a claim to rescind, founded on the falsity of Mr. 
LITTLER’s report, was not one which could be maintained ; they 
took the view that no untrue statement appeared in the 
prospectus. The directors, for whose acts, of course, the com- 
pany would be liable, had merely said that they had received a 
report containing the alleged untrue statements ; they did not 
warrant the truth of the statements contained in the report, but 
left subscribers to make their own inquiries. Such was the 
view of the Court of Session as expressed very clearly in the 
judgment of the Lord President ; and at first sight it is not easy 
to find an answer to it. But the fallacy, as Lord HALDANE 
pointed out, lies in overlooking the fact that the person making 
the report was himself the agent of the company—he was one of its 
directors. Hence his report, if fraudulent, was a fraudulent 
misrepresentation made by a person whom the company had 
authorized to act for them in a matter incidental to the issue of 
the shares, and for whose “absence of fraud,” accordingly, tho 
company “had undertaken”—to quote Lord BRAMWELL's 
phrase. Hence, apart altogether from any question of misrepre- 
sentation by the directors as a body in the prospectus, here was 
fraud by an agent, for which the company was liable. 








The Real Property and Conveyancing 
Bills. 
| 2 


THE PROPOSALS FOR SIMPLIFYING PRIVATE CONVEYANCING 
(Continued). 


Subordinate Interests (continued).—We noticed at the end of our 
last article that a distinction is drawn in the Conveyancing Bill 
between subordinate interests and subordinate estates. Since 
“interest,” in its legal signification, is of wide import and 
includes “estate,” we presume that “subordinate interest” in 
the Bill includes “subordinate estate,” though this is not 
expressly mentioned, and is, indeed, not clear. And we have 
seen that the term “ subordinate interest” includes ali the resi- 
duum of interests in the land remaining after you have put on 
one side the particular proprietary estate with which you are 
dealing and all interests which are paramount to it, 

In relation to this classification of subordinate interests, it 
must be remembered that two objects have to be attained. 
First, certain interests are made subordinate in order that they 
may be at the mercy of the owner of the proprietary estate. 
As between him and a purchaser, they do not count. He can 
get rid of them entirely. But the subordinate interests will in 
a large number of cases represent the ordinary beneficial 
interests in land, and the second object of the Bill is to preserve 
these intact, subject to the power of disposition in the owner of 
the proprietary estate which is required to satisfy the first 
object. The Bill attains these two objects by providing that 
all interests in land shall be capable of being created as at 
present ; but, unless they are either the fee simple or a term of 
years, they are to take effect in equity only. And the owner of 
the proprietary fee simple or term is to be able to dispose of 
the land to a purchaser free from them. It will be convenient 
here to quote the chief clauses of the Bill on which this result 
depends :— 

1.—(1) After the commencement of this Act, land shall not 
(except as authorized by the Act) be capable of being disposed of 
so as to transfer or create any estate, other than an estate in fee 
simple in possession or a term of years absolute to take effect in 
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possession not later than twelve months after the date of its 
creation. 

(2) After the commencement of this Act, all other estates and 
interests now capable of being created in land shall not (except 
as aforesaid) be capable of being created otherwise than by means 
of a trust, but estates and interests so created may be protected 
by cautions or inhibitions as provided by this Act. 

5.—(1) Subordinate interests may be created, or arise, and be 
disposed of, where now permitted by law, in manner so permitted, 
onl shall take effect pad. in equity, but shall be enforceable only 

against the proprietor of the proprietary estate affected by such 
interests, not being a purchaser from a former proprietor. 

(2) A subordinate estate, whether legal or equitable, shall in 
favour of a purchaser be capable of being overreached by the pro 
squad of the paramount estate, and shall be enforceable only in 
ike manner as if the same were a subordinate interest. 

Clauses 6 and 7, with reference to the power of disposition of 
the proprietor, are also vital to the scheme of the Bill, but these 
we shall reserve for the present. It is sufficient to say that they 
enable the proprietor to convey to a purchaser, subject to 
paramount interests and to rights protected by cautions and 
inhibitions, but otherwise free from subordinate interests, 

Confining ourselves to subordinate interests, it appears from 
clause 5 that the Bill is intended to preserve the power of 
creating all the various limited and minor interests which can 
now be created in land, but these are to take effect in equity 
only. Thus there will be no legal estate for life or in remainder, 
and no legal estates can take effect by way of springing or shifting 
uses. All such playing with the legal estate will be put an end 
to. A legal estate will be necessarily either the fee simple or a 
term of years; but a fee simple will not necessarily be a legal 
estate, and equitable fees will be preserved. While, however, 
the legal estate is thus restricted, there is to be no restriction on 
the creation of limited and shifting interests, and these can be 
created exactly in the same way as at present. The one change 
is that they are to take effect in equity only. This means no 
doubt that in course of time there would be great alterations in 
the practice of conveyancing ; but apart from the provisions as 
to settlements which we shall notice subsequently, the Bill does not 
assume the immediate necessity for such changes. Conveyancing 
can go on as at present, but certain estates will be automatically 
relegated from the front rank of legal estates to the inferior 
position of equitable interests. With regard to each interest 
which arises under an instrument it will have to be ascertained 
whether it is either a fee simple or a term of years; if it is 
neither, it will necessarily be sabordinate and equitable, 
notwithstanding that according to the ordinary effect of the 
instrument it would be legal. 


But under settlements or other instruments a time will come 
when the owner of a subordinate estate will be entitled to have 
the proprietary estate conveyed to him, and provision for this is 
made by clause 5 (3) as follows :— 

5.—(3) Where a person has, by virtue of an equitable or sub- 
ordinate estate, become entitled to require that a corresponding 
legal or paramount estate shall be vested in him, then the 
proprietor of the paramount estate (not being the personal repre- 
sentative of a person under whose will or intestacy the subordin 
ate estate has arisen) shall, subject to proper provision being 
made for payment of costs, be bound (subject as hereinafter pro- 
vided) to convey or create such proprietary estate as may be 
requisite for giving legal effect to the subordinate estate, or for 
converting the same into a paramount estate. 

The intention of the first parenthesis in this clause we shall 
consider subsequently. It is not clear why the draftsman speaks 
of an “equitable or subordinate” estate ; or why, in clause 5 (2) 
(supra), he speaks of “a subordinate estate, whether legal or 
equitable.” As far as we understand the scheme, a subordinate 
estate is necessarily equitable, But the idea of the clause seems 
plain. The distinction between the proprietary estate and sub- 
ordinate interests is not be be continued longer than is necessary, 
and as soun as feasible the subordinate interest is to be merged 
in the proprietary estate, and the beneficial title thereby made 
identical with the legal title. 

The draftsman has naturally seen that this driving of numerous 
interests, which are now recognized as legal interests, into the 
inferior position of equitable interests may play havoc with the 





doctrine of the protection afforded by the legal estate—the 
tabula in mnaufragio—and accordingly he has provided as 
follows :— 

5.—(7) If a subordinate estate or interest would, if this Act 
had not been passed, have taken effect as a legal interest, then, 
subject and without prejudice to the paramount estate and 
powers of the proprietor of the estate affected by such sub- 
ordinate estate or interest, such subordinate estate or interest 
shall, for the purpose of acquiring priority over other subordinate 
estates and interests, be deemed to have annexed thereto all 
such rights and privileges as if the same were a legal interest, 
and shall not fail by reason only of the same being an equitable 
interest. 

We shall not, perhaps, be far wrong if we say that this is quite 
an impossible clause. It is a conspicuous example of the com- 
plications which, as we bave several times suggested, the scheme 
in its present form will introduce into real property law. 
Whether the efficacy of the legal estate should have been allowed 
to survive the Judicature Acts is a question into which we need 
not enter. But it is now proposed to extend and further refine 
a doctrine which has always been open to assault. Protection 
has hitherto been given to the legal estate upon te:hnical grounds 
and because it is the actual legal estate. The above clause would 
give the same protection to an equitable estate on the ground 
that, but for the contemplated change in the law, it would have 
been a legal estate. In other words, there are to be three kinds of 
estates—legal estates and equitable estates, and also a tertium quid, 
an estate which is sometimes legal and sometimes equitable. If 
a question of priorities arises under the new scheme, the court 
will not be able simply to sort out the legal estate from the 
equitable and give it its appropriate value; it will have to 
investigate tie equitable estates and discover which of them 
would, but for a change in the law, then perhaps fifty years ol/, 
have been a legal estate, and then treat it for the time as such. 
Cases of priority between incumbrancers have been difficult enough 
hitherto. The clause would, we imagine, make them far more 
difficult in the future. And there is no principle in it. The protec- 
tion afforded by the legal estate, if suffered to continue, must 
obviously be confined to the actual legal estate. The clause, it 
is hardly necessary to say, is not to be found in Mr. WOLSTEN- 
HOLMe’s Bill. It is one of the refinements on his scheme which 
promises to make it impracticable. 


| Zo be continued, | 








Reviews. 


Local Government. 


Loca GovernmENT Case Law, 1912. By RanpotpH A. GLEN, 
Barrister-at-law. Pitman & Sons (Limited). 

This is the third of a series of annual volumes in which Mr. 
Randolph Gien, whose name is a sufticient credential for his capacity 
to undertake the task, has summarized the leading cases decided in 
each year which relate to questions of local government. The present 
volume contains over 300 cases reported between the Ist of January 
and the 12th of December, 1912. It contains also several unreported 
cases (¢.9., Holden v. Dalton U. D. C., Croft v. Fulwood U. D. C., and 
Carmichael vy. Stonwood Flooring Co.). All these are Court of Appeal 
decisions which have not proved of sufficiently general interest to 
appear in the ordinary reports, catering for all classes of practi- 
tioners, but are useful to specialists in local government. A feature of 
more doubtful utility is the inclusion of several decisions given in 
county and other inferior courts ; such cases are not binding pre- 
cedents, but nowadays are sometimes quoted in the county courts or 
in magisterial courts. So long as space is not unduly lost by including 
such cases, their inclusion may be justified. The scope of the Digest 
is extremely wide ; the subjects dealt with in it range from Highways 
and Public Health to Merchandise Marks and Electricity ; it has a 
table containing 3,000 cases and a subject index of 60 pages. With 
the numerous improvements introduced into the second volume, and 
some additional ones in the present volume, Mr. Glen’s book is well 
worthy of a niche in the law library of every Local Government 
officer. We note that in his preface Mr. Glen refers to a review of 
his first volume in this journal two years ago, and expresses the 
hope that certain changes made in his second and third annnal issues 
of the Digest meet the criticisms made in our former review. He 
has been completely successful in doing so, 
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An Epitome of Recent Decisions on 


the Workmen’s Compensation Act. 
By Arruur L. B. Tuesicer, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
VI. 
(Cases decided since the last Epitome, ante, p. 320.) 


(1) DECISIONS ON THE WORDS ‘‘ ACCIDENTS ARISING 
OUT OF, AND IN THE COURSE OF, THE EMPLOY- 
MENT.” 


Edwards v. Wingham Agricultural Implement Company 
(Limited) (C.A.: Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Kennedy and 
Swinfen Eady, L.JJ., lst July, 1913). 


Facts.—Edwards had to attend to the respondent’s interests in 
various parts of a certain district. He had to travel many miles a 
day, and the respondents provided him with a bicycle for this purpose ; 
he was paid by the hour. On a certain day he finished work at 6 p.m. 
and started to cycle to his home, some miles away. Within a short 
distance of his home he was accidentally killed. The widow claimed 
compensation, but the county court judge made an award in favour of 
the respondents. 

Deciston.—The judge was right; the accident did not arise in the 
course of the employment. (From note taken in court. Case reported 
Soricrrors’ JournaL, 26th July, 1913, p. 701; Z. J. newspaper, 12th 
July, 1913, p. 420; W. N., 12th July, 1913, p. 221; L. 7’. newspaper, 
12th July, 1913, p. 262.) 


McCabe v. Henry North and Sons (Limited) (C.A.: Cozens- 
Hardy, M.R., Kennedy and Swinfen Eady, L.JJ., 2nd 
July, 1913). 


Facts.—A lad was employed to keep three warps straight and 
separate in a box after they had come through the rollers. He 
admitted that his duty was to tell the machine man if anything went 
wrong with the warps, and that it was no part of his duty to interfere 
with the machine. Seeing something wrong with the warp higher 
up in the machine he attempted to adjust it, but his fingers were 
dragged between the rollers and seriously injured. The county court 
judge held that it was no part of his employment to interfere with 
the machine and refused to award conmpensation. 

Dectston.—The judge was right. What the lad did was altogether 
outside his sphere of employment. (rem note taken in court. Case 


reported Z. 7’. newspaper, 12th July, 1913, p. 262.) 


Hewitt v. Stanley Bros. (C.A.: Cozens-Hardy, M.R., 
Kennedy and Swinfen Eady, L.JJ., 2nd July, 1913). 


Facts.—A workman was put at 9 a.m. to clear up and lift heavy 
sinks, which was not his usual work. At 10.30 a.m. he was in a 
serious condition, and ambulance men were summoned, who attended 
to him. He was taken home, and ultimately died from whatever 
happened on that day. The county court judge awarded compensation 
to the defendants. 

Dectston.—It was a case in which the judge was entitled to draw 
the inference that the accident was one which arose out of and in 
the course of his employment. (From note taken in court. Case 


reported LZ. 7. newspaper, 12th July, 1913, p. 262.) 


Webber v. Wansbhrough Paper Company (C.A.:Cozens+ 
Hardy, M.R., Kennedy and Swinfen Eady, L.JJ., 3rd 
and 21st July, 1913). 


Facts.—A workman was employed unloading a vessel. When the 
unloading was finished he returned on board, shut the hatches, and 
started to return home. To reach the quay he had to cross a plank 
stretching from the ship to a ladder fixed to the side of the quay, 
which ladder belonged to the Port Authority. He crossed the plank, 
but fell when a few steps up the ladder, and injured his foot. He 
was paid bv the trip, and at that time the trip was finished, but he 
was still liable to be called on for work about the ship. The county 
court judge awardéd compensation. z 

Dectston.—The accident did not arise out of or in the course of 
the employment. The employment ended when the workman reached 
the ladder, which was part of the quay. (From note taken in court. 
Case reported L. J. newspaper, 9th August, 1913, p. 482; W. N., 26th 
July, 1913, p. 236; V'imes, 22nd July, 1913; L. 7’. newspaper, 26th 
July, 1913, p. 320.) 

Dyhouse v. Great Western Railway Company (C.A.: Cozens- 
Hardy, M.R., Kennedy and Swinfen Eady, L.JJ., 7th 
July, 1913). 

Facts.—An engine driver was working on a goods train at 5 a.m. 
on 25th February, 1912; it was dark and rain was falling. The train 
had to go into a siding to let an express train pass; after it had 
done so the train was again pulled up when the engine was near 
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the engine of another goods train, which was standing on the other 
line of the siding. The engine driver got off his engine on the side 
next to the main line; at that moment a light engine passed on the 
main line. A quarter of an hour later he was found dead some yards 
from where the two engines were standing. having apparently been 
kocked down by the light engine. The county court judge held that 
he had left his engine from some unknown reason, which might, or 
might not, be connected with his employment, and that the onus of 
proving suspension of employment lay on the person alleging it. He 
accordingly awarded compensation to the widow. 

Dectsion.—The applicant had not discharged the onus of proving 
that the accident arose out of and in the course of the employment. 
Appeal allowed. (From note taken in court. Case reported L. 7. 


newspaper, 19th July, 1913, p. 292.) 

Richardson v. Denton Colliery Company (Limited) (C.A.? 
Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Kennedy and Swinfen Eady, 
L.JJ., 14th July, 1913). 


Facts.—A collier employed on the night shift got into an empty 
tub to be taken to another etation. The coupling gave way and he 
was killed. Special rules of the colliery provided that no one should 
ride in a tub except where permitted by the manager or underlooker, 
and that the foreman should be responsible for seeing that the orders 
of his superiors were carried out, and the rules were strictly observed, 
and should report any non-observance of the same. Evidence was 
given that the manager and overlooker were never in the mine at 
night, that the foremen knew that men rode in the tubs, and thought 
it was permitted, though, in fact, it was not. There was no evidence 
that the miner’s attention had ever been called to the rules, though 
they were posted up in the mine and supplied gratis to employees on 
application. The county court judge held that the case was covered 
by Barnes v. Nunnery Colliery Co. (Timited) [1912], A.C. 44, and 
that the accident did not arise out of the employment. 

Decision.——-There was no evidence that the workman knew he was 
doing wrong in riding in the tub. The emplovers must be taken to 
have winked at the practice. Appeal allowed. (From note taken 
in court. Case reported W. N.. 26th July, 1913, p. 238 ; L. ", neweé- 
paper, 2nd August, 1913, p. 347.) 

(To be continued). 


. . 
The Court of Criminal Appeal. 

The following letter from qn anonymous judicial correspondent 
appeared in the 7'imes of 25th inst. :— 

Sir,—After Sir H. Poland’s letter, and the discussion which has 
already taken place as to the propriety of a judge who has tried a 
criminal case being present as a member of the court hearing an appeal 
relating to that trial, it may be that the Court of Criminal Appeal 
will—without waiting for any Act of Parliament—alter the practice in 
this respect. It is, indeed, difficult to suppose that judges will not be 
affected by the bare suggestion—though not coupled with a hint of 
any unfairness—that they should be by statute disqualified from 
taking part in the hearing of appeals relating to cases tried before 
themselves. 

Any judge in such circumstances might now leave the bench the 
moment such a case is called on—or the court might decline to proceed 
with the hearing until it should be differently constituted. | But the 
Legislature has not indicated that this is the proper course. Nothing 
would have been easier than, in creating the Court of Criminal Appeal, 
to enact what is now proposed. The Judicature Acts did so—as Sir 
H. Poland points out——in astablishing the Court of Appdel for 
civil cases. Sir Harry is entitled to his pun—though if any curia 
erred per incuriam it was not the court whose judgment was delivered 
by Mr. Justice Darling, but the High Court of Parliament itself. 
Under the statute which established the Court of Criminal Appeal it 
was provided that nine only of the sixteen or seventeen judges of the 
King’s Bench should be members of the new court. It was obvious 
that when several of that limited number were away on circuit—as 
they often were—the inconvenience now complained of would present 
itself. A later statute made all the King’s Bench judges members of 
the Court of Criminal Appeal, but without any such provision as the 
Judicature Acts applied to the civil Court of Appeal. 

The reason for the difference in the prescribed practice may be this. 
The Lords Justices do not sit as judges of first instance, and the 
difficulty in their case occurs, if at all, only during a very short time 
after their appointment. But with a long list in the Court of Criminal 
Appeal it is probable that several cases will have been tried before 
one or other of the three judges composing the court. To so constitute 
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the court as to prevent this would be to delay the hearing of such 
appeals, und appellants, possibly innocent, would complain. To 
reconstitute the court frequently, so that the grievance in question 
should never occur, would necessitate the taking of some judge away 
from his own court; thus the work on his own list would be inter- 
rupted, to the inconvenience and cost, of the suitors before him. Now, 
no one who has followed recent discussions on the arrangement of busi- 
ness in the King’s Bench, or who has read the evidence already pub- 
lished by the Royal Commission on delay in that division, can be 
unaware that continuity in the sittings of each court is more and more 
insistently demanded. 


The concluding paragraph of Sir H. Poland’s letter appears to refer | 


to the want of power in the Court of Criminal Appeal to order a new 


trial—as the Court of Appeal in civil cases may do. The judges of | 


that court have, in giving judgment, wepeatedly stated that such an 
extension of their jurisdiction is required if full justice is to be done ; 
so it is hardly appropriate to quote against them the maxim Judezx 
damnatur cum nocens absolvitur, seeing that the Legislature has not 
conferred sufficiant power to punish. 

In hope, Sir, of propitiating Sir Harry Poland, I ask your leave to 


sign myself, Jupex Damnatus. 








Legal News. 


General. 


The expulsion orders made during April, May, and June of this year 
requiring aliens to leave the United Kingdom numbered eighty-two, 
as against ninety-one in the same three months last year. 


Lord Robert Cecil, M.P., has written to the Mayor of Tiverton 
expressing regret that the town was wrongly mentioned in the House 
of Commons as one of those in which non-militant suffragists were 
pelted and assaulted during their recent ‘‘ pilgrimage.”’ 


Walter Walden, twenty-eight, woodchopper, of Catherine-road, 
Notting-dale, was charged at West London Police Court on Saturday 
with loitering in the Broadway, Hammersmith, for the purpose of 
betting. Police-constable Barnard said he saw defendant take penny 
bets from a number of boys, to many of whom he paid out money after 
the announcement of the first race. The officer added that the 


defendant had in his possession a gambling board and dice, with which | 


boys were induced to ‘‘try their luck’’ in gambling on certain figures 
on the board. Mr. Fordham observed that it was a bad offence to 
corrupt boys and teach them to gamble; it was far worse than taking 
bets from grown-up persons. He fined the defendant £10, or one 
month’s hard labour.—Morning Post. 


The trial of Albert Wade French, a Glasgow trade union official, on 
a charge of murdering a man connected with a rival union by shooting 
him, was concluded at the High Court of Justiciary, in Glasgow, on 
the 25rd of August. The defence was a plea of misadventure. Counsel 
argued that there was nothing against French. The crowd was a 
mixed one, and it would have been an act of madness and brutality 
for the prisoner to fire when he might have killed his own comrades. 
Lord Guthrie, in summing up, said it was open to the jury to bring 
a verdict of culpable homicide. There was clearly no evidence of 
intention to kill. His lordship regretted that the ‘prisoner’s counsel 
had put certain questions to the witness Shinwell, which should pre- 
judice neither the case nor the prisoner. The first question was, ‘‘ Are 
you a Jew?’’ What had that to do with the case? An honourable 
Jew was as trustworthy as any nominal Christian. The second question 
was even more unfortunate—‘‘ Are you an Atheist?’’ Counsel ought to 
have known that there were no Atheists; there were Agnostics. A man 
might have doubts, but for him positively to believe there was no God 
was absurd. After an absence of sixty-five minutes the jury returned a 
verdict of ‘‘ Not Guilty,”’ and the prisoner was discharged. 


The Car and General Insurance Corporation, Ltd.’s Birmingham 
branch will be at County Chambers, Corporation-street, Birmingham, 
as from lst September next. 








Why Pay Rent! Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scorrisn Temperance Lire Assurance Co. (Lrurrep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
| Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. ‘Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sale. 


September 4.—Messrs. H. E. Fosrse & Cranvieip, at the Mart, at 2: Debeatures 
(see advertisement, back page, this week). 
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| Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

| Loarep om Omanozer. 

| London Gazette—FRIDAY, Aug. 22. 

| C. WARRELL & Son, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, to send in their 

| names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest James 
Purnell, 15, Great Saint Helens, liquidator. 

MASCHMEYER & NETHERCLIFT, Ltv. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
required, on or before Sept 13, to send in their names and addresses and particulars 
ot their debts or iclaims, to F. B. Sharp, Milton chmbrs, Milton st, Nottingham, 
liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette—TUESDAY, Aug 26. 


ASAHAN (SOMATRA) RupsBeR Estates, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION),—Creditors 
are required, on or before Sept 25, to send their names and addresses, and parti- 
culars of their debts or claims, to Henry Gunter, Orient House, New Broad st., 
liquidator. Mayo & Co, 10, Drapers’ gdos, Throgmorton av, solors for the liquidator. 

EASTERN AND WESTERN, LTD. (IN LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
before Sept 15, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Charles Alfred Sack, 49-51, Eastcheap, liquidator, Mayo & Co, 10, 
Draper's gdns, Throgmorton av, solors for the liquidator. 








Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette—FRIDAY, Aug 22. 

L. E. GAUD, LTD. 
PRESTON AND DUBLIN SHIPPING Co, LTD. 
T. H. Cusery, LTp. 
FRAME Foon, Co, LTD. 
Symons & Co, LTD. 
W. HartTLey & Son, Ltp. 
NEWCASTLE UPON TYNE COAL VENDORS’ ASSOCIATION, LTD. 
BRITISH ADVERTISING Co, LTD. 
IRVING THEATRE, LTD. 
DANGAN RvBBER Co, LTD. 
HOoPERS, LTD. 
PERIODICAL DEVELOPMENT SYNDICATE, LTD. 
GRESHAM SKETCH Co, LTD. 
CARBAJOSA TIN MINING SYNDICATE, LTD. 
Movutton & Tysoxr, LTp. 
TRANSPARENT PRINTING Co, LTD. 
J. H. Pevzer & Co, Lr. 
Sapey & Son, LTD. 
Sim synpicaTk, Lrp. 
MicHAUD Mgoret & Co, LTD. 
Kooronta, LTD. 
SECOND MIDDLESBROUGH OrFrices Co, LTD. 
MIDDLESBROUGH OFFICES Co, LTD. 

London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Aug. 26. 


STEVART CECIL SYNDICATE, LTD. 

Mount OXIDE MIN#s, LTD. 

Hucon & Co, Lp. 

ASAHAN (SUMATRA) RUBBER ESTATES, LTD. 
GENERAL MorTor CaB Co, LTD. 

EASTERN AND WESTERN, LTD 








HOTEL 
SPECIALISTS. 


Messrs. HOWLAND & CO., 


HOTEL 
SPECIALISTS. 


Valuers, Rating Surveyors and Auctioneers, 


MAKE A SPECIALITY OF THE 


SALE AND VALUATION 


HOTELS, RESTAURANTS, CLUBS, 


PRIVATE HOTELS, HYDROPATHIC AND 


BOARDING ESTABLISHMENTS throughout the United Kingdom and Abroad. 





VALUATIONS for Transfer; Loans on Security of Mortgage or Debenture Issue; Arbitration and Compensation 
Cases; Assessment Appeals; Probate and Succession Duty; Fire Loss Claims; Partnership and Company purposes 


BUSINESSES INVESTIGATED. 


BUSINESSES MANAGED. 





Offices: 


Telephone Nos.: GERRARD 723 and 724, 


4, BLOOMSBURY STREET, W.C. 
Trunk Calls only : REGENT 25390. 


(One door trom New Oxford Street.) 
Telegrams /*‘ DOMICILE, WESTCENT, LONDON.” 
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Bridgman & 








GENERAL PRODUCE Co, Lp, GUINNESS, Dr. THOMAS, ARCHIBALD, Globé rd, Bethnal Green Sept 22 
New Moror Cas Co, Ltp, i. Co, College hill 

T. H. HALSTEAD, LTD. HaiGu, HERBERT ALBERT, Huddersfield Sept 29 Laycock & Co, Huddersfield 
ELBA COLLIERY Co (1910), LTD. HARWOOD, JOSEPH Rodborough, Glos Sept 20 Winterbottom & Sons, Stroud, Glos 


H. D. R. WELDING AND ENGINEERING Co, LTD. Hiscock, STEPHEN, Hinton Martell, Dorset Sept 12 Dibben & Co, Wimborne 

SURBITON AND Lone DiTTon CO-OPERATIVE Soctety, LTD. HOARE, Mrs BLANCHE, Crystal Palace Park rd, Sept 22 Bridgman & Co, College hill 

MASOCHMEYER AND NETHERCLIFT, LTD. HOLDEN, ELEANOR ANNE, Manchester Sept 29 A & G W Fox, Manchester : 
Howes, JAMES WILLIAM, Norwich, Boot Manufacturer Sept 15 F W H Keith, 


CENTRAL RUBBER Co, LTD. 


NuRotyrPe, Lp. e Norwich 


JONES, AMBROSE, Stannington, Northumberland Sept 30 Wilkinson & Marshall, 


Newcastle upon Tyne 
JONES, MARY FRANCES, Morpeth Sept 30 Wilkinson & Marshall, Newcastle upon 


Creditors’ Noti 
Tyne 
reditors otices. JONES, PRICE, Liverpool, Provision Merchant Oct 1 Tyrer & Co, Liverpool 
Manby, Wolverhampton 


LOCKLEY, MARY, Wolverhampton September 10 











i MEAGER, EDWARD, Worthing September 30 Bennett & Marsh, Worthing 
Under Estates in Chancery. MITCHELL, SARAH ELIZABETH, Southport, Lancs Uct 18 Houstoun, Duchy of Lan- 
caster Office 
Wadeson & 


wae, am a9 Chaee, MORGAN, ARTHUR THOMAS, St, Juli F 4d, West Norwood Sept 25 
| 3 N, J oMAS, St, Julians Farm r es ood § 25 
Tondon Gazette,—Faiway, Aug. 1. Malleson, Devonshire sq ; 
Beszox, Henny Eawst Scacesinaer, Geneva, Switzerland Aug 30 Bower vy | MORRIS, WILLIAM, Hove S+pt27 Ashurst & Co, Throgmorton av 
Coetwynd, Warringeton,J Sturt, King’s Bench walk, Inner Temple | PARKER, HENRY WILLIAM, Upper Richmond rd, Putney, Licensed Victvaller Sept 9 
Daors, Henry, Caley Hal', near Otley, Yorks, Solicitor Sept 30 Whitaker v Dacre Adams, Victoria st . ’ 
and Another, Warrington, J Blundell, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st | PERCEVAL-CLARKy PERCEVAL, Esher, Surrey Oct 6 Bridgman & Co, College hill 
Satmon, Cuaruss Epwarp, Bury St Edmunds, Solicitor Sept20 Passmore v Salmon, Scorr, AUGUSTA MARY, Sidmouth, Devon Sept 2 Hughes & Co, Southampton st, 
Joyce aud Eve, JJ Gross, Bury St Edmunds Bloomsbury ’ 
Surrz, Bastt Wicktxes, Lee, Solicitor Sept 30 Lawrence v Kitson, Joyce and Eve, | SILVERLOCK, CHARLES, Keswick rd, Wandsworth Sept 22 Bridgman & Co, College hill 
5 SKINNER, CHARLES JAMES, Thornton Heath, Surrey Sept 30 Syrett & Sons, Finsbury 


J Beaumont, Lincoln’s inn fields - 
pym 
London Gasette.—Turspay, Aug. 5, SLATER, JOHN, Newcastle upon Tyne, Timber Merchant Sept 30 Wilkinson & Marshall, 
. Newcastle upon Tyne 
Doumerty-Warernousr, Danie Hexry, Weston, Bath Oct 1 Finlay v Doherty, | TALBOT, Hon ALyEDD. Berkhampstead, Herts Sept 30 Walker & Co, Theobalds rd 
Joyce, J Macdonald, Bath WESTON, ELIZABETH, West Sunderland Sept 15 Priestly & Priestly, Sunderland 


Pitrman, Lity Etizasere, Twyford, Berks Sept 1 Alline Wayte & Co v Pittman y . ss You ; 4 en & ii ray 
Joyce and Eve,J3. Lane, Gresham st . | Sea ans tata 
Suaw, Joun, Kirby Moorzide, York, Colliery Proprietor Oct1l1 Garnock and Another it ; ‘ ss " . 
v Shaw and Others, Sargant, J Burrows, Chancery lane London Gazette—TUESDAT, Aug 26. 
ANDREW, ERNEST DUNCAN, Junior Constitutional Ciub, Piccadilly Sept 26 
London Gazette.—Fatpay, Aug. 8. Francis, Bournemouth : 
Scatesinerr, WittrM James, King st, St James’ Sept 29 Maple & Co, Ltd v ARCNEt, AUGUSTUS BENSON, Manhattan, St John’s, Watford Oct 22 Foy, Walbre k 
1 ARCHER, JAMES, Smethwick, Staffs, Fitter Sept 30 Frost, Birmingham 


Preston & 


Schlesinger, Eve, J Thomson, King’s Bench walk, Temple 
KALMFORTH, GEORGE, Leeds, Currier Oct 1 Markland & Co, Leeds 
London Gazette.—Tuxspar, Aug. 19, | Bower, GEorGE, Teversal, Notts, Farmer Oct 7 Alcock, Mansfield k 
COLEGRAVE, EDWARD, Bracebridge, Norwood, Solicitor Nov 30 Burch & Co, Spring 


gdnsa 
DENISON, MARY ANNETTE, Clevedon, Somerset Sept 23 Perham «& Sons, Bristol 
GILBERT, WILLIAM, bournemouth Sept 26 Burt & Maslen, Bournemouth 
GRANT, HARRIETT, Bedford Sept 29 Porter, Bedford 
HALL, RuTH, Newington, New Hampshire, USA Sept29 Bolton & Co, Temple gdns, 
Temple 
HARRISON, ARTHUR FREDERICK, Sarsfield rd, Balham Stock Broker Sept 25 Kenneth 
™ & Co, Balham High rd, Balham 0 Pehle? , os , 
. ODGEs, ANN, St Bees, Cumberland Sept 30 Public Trustee, Clement's inn, Stran¢ 
AMATT, EDWIN JOHN, Leicester Sept 12 Angrave, Leicester HUTCHINSON, Sir JONATHAN, FRS, FRCS, Inval, Haslemere, Surrey Sept 30 Corbould 
AYRE, CLARA JANE, Sale, Chester Sept 30 Reed, Hull & Co, Henrietta st, Cavendish sq 
AYRE, HORATIO HARRIMAN, Kingston upon Hull, Merchant Sept30 Reed, Hull JONES, JOHN, Tunbridge Wells Sept 30 Buss, Tu: bridge Wells 
BADHAM, FRANCIS PRITCHETT, Champion grove, Denmark Hill Oct 6 Bridgman & Co, | Levy, Lewis, Finchley rd, Iron Merchant Sept 30 Moriey & Co, Old Broad st 
College hill - , MEAD, JAMES GEORGE, Bournemouth Oct 1 Preston & Francis, Bournemouth 
BARBEK, JOHN, Lucerne rd, Highbury Oct8 Tackley & Fall, Orchard st | MORSHEAD, ERNEST GARSTIN ANDERSON, Guildford, MD Sep. 26 Prance & Prance, 
BATTYE, EMMA, Torquay Sept 22 Cowdell & Chamberlayne, Torquay Plymouth 
BoWMAN, MaRY, Blackpool Sept 19 Attenborough, Piccadilly OLIVER, ELLIOT, Bournemouth Sept 26 Preston & Francis, Bournemouth 
BROWN, EDWARD NATHAN, Tennyson mans, West Kensington Sept 24 Stenning & Co, | PRITCHARD, WILLIAM, Penchwintan, Bangor Oct 21 Jones, Bangor 
RUTHERFURD, CATHERINE JANE OLIVER, Bath Oct 1 Jackson & Sons, Ulverston 


Tonbridge 
BURGE, HENRY JOSEPH, -Barnsbury, Cabinet Maker Oct 13 Paterson & Co, Bream’s | SARSON, JOHN STEPHEN, Chorlton upon Melock, Manchester Sept 26 Richards, Man- 
chester 


bldgs, Chancery In 
CaFFERTY, Maky, Market Rasen, Lincoln Sept 22 Frearson & Rainey, Market | SLACK, DANIEL, Sheffield Sept 30 Bingley & Dyson, Sheffield 
Rasen SMALLWOOD, HARRY, Sparkbrook, Birmingham, Merchant Sept 30 Brooks & Monk, 


Birmingham 
TEASDALE, JOSEPH, Howdon on Tyne, Butcher Sept 30 Dickinson & Co, Newcastle 


Suz.t, Groner Bracerave, Haslemere, Surrey Oct 1 Loslie & Co, Ltd vy Colebrooke 
Neville, J Jones & Co, Coleman st 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Aug. 22. 





CASPARI, AGNES, Liverpool Sept 30 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 
CokE, Lucy ELIZABETH HODGSON, Saltford, Somerset Sept 25 Temple & Philpin 


e Kington : | upon Tyne 
ao ELIZABETH ANN, Hythe, Kent Oct 11 Merrimans & Thirlby,; | Tuomrson, HENRY, Hampstead Heath Sept 36 Rubinstein & Co, Raymond bldgs 
Gray's Inn 
THOMPSON, JOHN EDWARD, Reading Oct 1 Whitehead & Garton, Regent st 


DAWKIN, RAWLEIGH MANSEL, Tyn y parc, Whitchurch,Glam Sept 25 Vaughan & 
Roche WEBSTER, WILLIAM, Manchester, Coymission Agent Sept 16 Grundy & Co, Man- 


EVANS, MARGARET, Llanelly Sept 20 Williams, Llanelly chester 








BARTON, CHARLES THoMAS HuGH, Bury st, St James | CAMMER, WALTER, Canfield gdns, Hampstead, Auctioneer 


B k N 1 High Court Pet Aprili4 Ord Aug 15 High Court Pet May 24 Ord Aug 14 
an ruptcy otices. BATHO, GEORGE WILLIAM HYDE, Manchester Salford Pet | COCKRILL, PExcy ROBERT TREEN, Upper Edmonton 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Aug. 19. July 28 Ord Aug 13 Butcher Edmonton Pet July 23 Ord Aug'4 
. . Dives, JOHN, Uld Broad st, Sto.kbruker High Court 
ADJUDICATIONS. BIsHOP, WILLIAM, Maidstone, Cycle Agent Maidstone Pet July 16 Ord Avg 16 
Pet July$ Ord Aug 14 EVERED, RICHARD WILLIAM, Gower st High Court Pet 


ADAMS, MARK, Dorchester, Dorset, Shopkeeper Dor- 
chester Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 BURFOOT, FREDERICK, and WILLIAM JOHN BUTLER, July 23 Ord Aug 16 


BARROWCLIFF, JOHN CHARLES, Stockton on Tees, Grocer Slough, Bucks, Builders Windsor Pet July 29 Ord | FREELEY, RONALD THOMAS, Dover High Court Pet June 
Stockton on Tees Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 13 Aug 15 21 Ord Aug 15 


THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, =.C. 
; ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTHRBB. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Ciauses tor insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


spplication. 
POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also imeures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &c., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 
APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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766 
GtrrorD, Maurice WINTON, Folkestone, 
Canterbury Pet Auglo Ord aug 15 
HARGRAVE, THOMAS, Wakefield, Greengrocer 
Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 

HARRISON, GORGE, Birmingham, Boot Manufacturer 
Birmingham Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 

INGRAM, HAROLD, Cannon st High Court 
Ord Aug 15 

JANSEN, ERNEST ARTHUR 
Confectioner Edmonton 

KEATLEY, SAMUEL, Manchester, 
15 Ord Ang 15 

MRETCALFR, JANE ELIZABETH, 
Blackpool Preston Pet Aug 16 

NELSON, JAMES HENRY HAVELOOK, 
Bristol Pet Augi6 Ord Aug 1i 

ROBINSON, ABRAHAM, High st, Islington 
Pet May 27 Ord Aug l4 

ROGERS, EBENEZER, Clapham rd 
30 Ord Aug l4 

RUFFELL, WILLIAM, Watney st, Grocer 
July 29 Ord Aug 16 

SANDEMAN, ERNEST, Cadogan gdns, Chelsea 
Pet June6 Ord Aug 16 

THOMAS, WILLIAM, Maesteg, Glam, Colliery Rider 
Pet Aug 18 Ord Ang 13 

WILLIAMS, JoHN, Flint 
Ang 16 

WOODWARD, JOHN, 
Aug 15 


Pet July 15 


Church st, Stoke Newington, 
Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 
Tailor Salf.rd Pet Aug 


and RostwA METCALFE, 
Ord Ang 16 
Bristol, Bookseller 


High Court 


High Court Pet June 


High Court Pet 


High Court 


Cardiff 


Chester Pet Aug 12 Ord 


Dover Canterbury Pet Aug 15 Ord 


London 4 azette.—FRIDAY Aug. 22 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


AITKENS, ALBERT JOHN, Fleet st High Court 
25 Ord Aug 18 

ASHTON, FRANK, Romiley, Chester, Calico Printer 
pert Pet Aug 18 wrd Aug 18 

BROUGH, W LLIAM, Midland Wharf, Nottingham, Coal 
Merchant Nottingham Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 18 

CocKROFT, HARRY, Shrewsbury, S«lop, Plumber Shrews- 
bury Pet augi9 Ord Aug 19 

Corr, JAMES LACK, Market Harborough, 
Monumental Mason Leicester Pet Ang 
Aug 20 

COWEN, LAURENCE, 
High Court Pet June 11 

DAVIK, DUNCAN, Longley Park, Durham, 
Durham Pet July 13 Ord Aug 18 

Davies, Louis, Aldersgate st, Stick Manufacturer 
Court Pet July 22 Ord Aug 18 

DAW, JABEZ, EVELYN, Oxford st, Surveyor 
Pet June 25 Ord Aug 18 

DELANEY, WILLIAM, ELLIOTT, 
Broker High Court Pet July 23 Ord Aug 18 

GILL, JAMES WILLIAM, Bishop Auckland, Durham, 
man Durham Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 1s 

GREEN AND CO, A., Chesterfield, Derby, Furnitare Dealers 
Chesterfield Pet Ang 20 Ord Aug 20 

HARDWICK, WILFRED, Kuottingley, Yorks, Baker Wakefield 
Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 18 

HARRIS, CHARLES, Market Rasen, 
Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 

Hicks, WILLIAM Henry, Leasingham, Lincs, 
wright Boston Pet Augi8 Ord Aug 1s 

HiTcncock, JAMES WILLIAM, Borrowash, Derby, 
Derby Pet Augi8 Ord Aug 18 

INGLETON, ALFRED SNELLER, Herne Bay, 
Canterbury Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 2 

JACOBS, ISAAC FREDERICK, Sheerness, 
Rochester Pet Aug7 Ord Aug 18 

LOCKYER, HAROLD F, Bow st, Covent Garden 
Pet July 23 Ord Aug 20 

LUKIES, WILLIAM EpwIn, Castle Camps, Cambs, Grocer 
Cambridge Pet Aug 6 Ord Ang 16 

Mason, JOHN H, Berwick upon Tweed Newcastle upon 
Tyne Pet July 31 Ord Aug 18 

Moorg, DAYID FRANK, Watford, Herts, Draper St Albans 
Pet Aug i4 Ord Aug 18 

PALLAS, WILLIAM, Merthyr Tydfil, Sausage Skin 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Aug 18 Ord Au: 18 

Roperts, HARRY and ELEANORA Roperts, Leigh, Lancs, 
Confectioners Bolton Pet Augi8 Ord Aug 18 

Rupp, WILLIAM ALFRED jun, and JOHN WILLIAM SAND- 
LAND, Bishopsgate st, Corn Merchants High Court 
Pet Aug 19 Ord Aug 20 

SARGENT, FRANCIS, Stanhope gdos, 
Court Pet Aug19 Ord Aug 19 

SCHOLES, EDWIN PARNELL, Bolton, 
Pet Aug 19 Ord Aug 19 


Pet July 
Stock- 


Leicester, 
20 «4rd 


Chelsea, 
Ord Aug 20 


Joubert mans, Impressariv 

Physician 
High 
High Court 
Leadenhall st, Outside 


Cart- 


Lincs, Farmer Leicester 
W heel- 
Kent, Builder 
Kent, 


High Court 


Dealer 


Highgate 


Fruiterer Bolton 


Auctioneer | SEY ENSON, 


Wakefield 


Grocer | 


Solicitor 


High | 


‘in, Derby, Boot | 
Ord Atig 18 


Pet Aug 18 


EDWIN, Whittington 
Dealer Chesterfield Pet Aug 18 
THOMAS, SARAH ANN, Bristol Bristol 
| Aug 18 
VERNER, HARRY, FELIX, East Dereham, Norfolk Norwich 
Pet July 28 Ord Aug 20 
WHATFORD, WILLIAM, Eaglercliffe, Durham, 
Stocktun on Tees Pet Aug19 Ord Aug 19 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Ord 


Dentist 


ADAMS, MARK, Dorchester, Dorset, Shopkeeper Sept 2 
atl Off Rec, City cimbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 
AITKENS, ALBERT JOHN, Fleet st Sept 2 at 12 Bank- 

ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
ARTHURS, FRANK, Oxford Aug 30 at 12 
Oxford 
ASH, ELIZABETH MARY, Peppard, 
Queen's Hotel, Reading 
| BARROWCLIFF, JOHN CHARLES, Stockton on Tees, Grocer 
Sept 2 at 11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, 
Middlesbrou zh 
CHANDLER, WALTER ARTHUR, Whiteshill, nr Stroud, Glos, 
Carrier Aug 30at12 Off Rec, 
Cockrd¥r, HAkRY, Shewsbury, Salop, Piumber Sept 5 at 
11.80 Off Rev, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 
COLLINS-CHIPP, H -O, Battle, Sussex Aug 
Off Rec, 124, Mariborough pl, Brighton 
Cort, JAMES BLACK, Market Harborough, 
Monumental Mason Aug 30 at1l Off Rec, 1, 
st, Leicester 
COWEN, LAURENCE, Joubert mans, 
Sept 3 atl Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
DAVikEs, Louris, Alderagate st, Stick Manufacturer Sept 2 
at 11.80 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
DAW, JABEZ EVELYN, Oxford st, Surveyor 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
DELANEY, WILLIAM ELLIoTT, Leadenhall st, Outside 
Broker Sept2 atll Bankruptcy vidgs, Carey st 
FENNELL, THOMAS, Halford, Warwick, Farmer Sept1 at 
12 1, St Aldates, Oxford 
GILL, JAMES WILLIAM, Bishop Auckland, Cartman 
1 at 2.30 Off Rec. 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 
GORDON, HERBERT, MOORE, Chard, Somersetshire 
3 at 12 Bankruptcy bids, Carey st 
GOZZETT, ALFRED, Romford, Essex, Builder Sept 3 at 3 
Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 
HARDWICK, WILFRED, Knottingley, Yorks, Baker Sept 1 
atll Off Rec, 21, King st, Wakefield 
HARRIS, CHARLEs, Market Rasen, Lincs, 
at3 On Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
INGLETON, ALFRED SNELLER, Herne Bay, 
Aug 30 at 10.45 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, 
JACKSON, ELLIOT GRORGE, Hemel Hempstead, 
sept 3 at 12 O7f Rec, 14, Bedford row 
KEATLEY, SAMUEL, Manchester, Tauor Sept 1 at 3 
Kec, Byrom st, Manchester 
LOCKYER, HAROLD F, Bow st, Covent Garden 
1l Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Moore, DAVID FRANK, Watford, 
at 3 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 
PALLAS, WILLIAM, Merthyr Tydfil, Sausage Skin Dealer 
Sept 2 at 12 Off Rec, County Court, Tuwn Hal, 
Merthyr Tydfil 
PERRY, WALTER HARVEY, 
minster, Timber Mcrchant Sept 2 
| Kidderminster 
Powk, Hector, Acton, Tailor 
14, Bedford row 
PRECHNER, LOUIs(separate estate), 
Hill, Wholesale Grocers Sept 2 
bldgs, Carey st 
RUDD, WILLIAM ALFRED, jun, and JoHN WILLIAM SAND 
LAND, Bishopsgate st, Corn Merchants Sept 1 at 11 
Bankrupte y bidgs, Carey at 
SARGENT, FRANCIS, Stanhope gdns, Highgate 
12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


1, St Aldates, 


Oxon 


30 


Leicester, 
Berridge 


Sept 2 at 1 


Sept 
Sept 


Farmer Sept 1 


Kent, Builder 
Canterbury 
Herts, 


off 


Sept 3 at 


Herts, Draper Sept 1 


Chaddesley Corbett, nr Kidder- 
at 3 Lion Hotel, 
Sept 4 at 12 Off Ree, 
Paget 1d, Stamford 
at 12 Bankruptcy 


Sept 1 at 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


FRANK, Romiley, Chester, 
Stockport Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 18 
CocKROFT, HARRY, Shrewsbury, Salop, 
Shrewsbury Pet Ang 19 Ord Aug 19 
COLLINS-CHIPP, Lieut H O, Battle, Sussex Hastings Pet 
July 19 Ord Aug 20 
| Cont, JAMES BLACK, Market Harborough, Leicester, 
Monumental Mason Leicester Pet Aug 20 Ord 
Aug 20 
DoWLER, ALFRED, Birchfield, Birmingham, 
Birmingham Pet July19 Ord Aug 20 


ASHTON, Calico Printer 


Piumber 


Merchant 
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Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, 


Oldest Insurance Office in the World 
Heap Orrice: 


| fl FIRE OFFICE 
FOUNDED 1710, 

68, THREADNEEDLE ST., E. C. 

Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and | PERSONAL 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, 

including ACCIDENTS TO 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
| BURGLARY, 

| PLATE GLASS. 


FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 
w.c, 





A, W. COUSINS: District Manager, 


Sept 2 at 12) 


Station rd, Gloucester | 


at 11.30 | 


Chelsea Impresario | 


Gut, JAMES WILLIAM, Bishop Auckland, Durham, 
Cartman Durham Pet Aug 18 Ord Aa 
GLYN, CLAYTON Lovurs, Sheering, Harlow, High 
Court Pet June 27 Orda Aug 18 
GozzeTT, ALFRED, Romford, Essex, Builder Chelmsford 
Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 18 
Green, JoHN HENRY, chesterfield, Derby, Pesattane 
Dealr Chestertield Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 2 
HARDWICK, WILFRED, Knottingley, Yorks, Bag ’ Wake. 
| field Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 18 
HARRIS, CHARLES, Market Rasen, Lincs,Farmer Leicester 
Per Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 
HICKs, WILLIAM HENRY, a, Lincs, Wheelwright 
Boston Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 1 
Hircncock, JAMES WILLIAM, eeecian Derby, Grocer 
Derby Pet Aug18 Ord Aug 18 
PALLAS, WILLIAM, Merthyr Tydfil, Sausige Skin Dealer 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Augi8 urd Aug 18 
ROBERTS, fanny, and ELEANORA RopeErtTs, Leigh, Lancs, 
Confectioners Bolton Pet Aug 18 Urd Aug 18 
Rupp, WILLIAM ALFRED, jun, and JOHN WILLIAM 
SANDLAND, Bishopsgate st, Corn Merchants High 
Court Pel Augi19 Ord Aug 20 
SCHOLES, EDWIN PARNELL, Bolton, Fruiterer 
Aug 19 Ord Aug 19 
| STEVENSON, Epwin, Whittington Moor, Derby, 
Dealer Chesterfield Pet Aug 18 Ord Ang 1s 
THOMAS, SARAH ANN, Bristo! Bristol Pet Aug 18 
Aug 18 
WHATFORD, WILLIAM, Eaglescliffe, Durham 
Stockton on Tees Pet Augi9 Ord Aug 19 
Witson. EpirH IsABEL, Weston super Mare 
Pet July 1 Ord Aug 18 
Woop, Joun JosHua, , Wiuchcombe, 
Implement Maker High Court Pet June 23 
Aug 19 


LESE X 


Bolion Pet 
Boot 
Ord 
Dentist 
Exeter 


Glos, Agricultural 
Ord 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Aug. 26. 
RECEIVING ORDERS, 


BASTOCK, THOMAS ALFRED, Brierley Hill, Staffs, Fruiterer 
Stourbridge Pet July 30 Ord Aug 19 
CLAYTON, HENRY, Gateshead, Grocer Newcastle 
Tyne Pet July 20 Ura Aug 22 
COHEN, HAkkis, High st, Whivechapel, Woollen Merchant 
High Court Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 23 
Cook, Grorer W H, Hail Green, | rc Plumber 
Birmingham Pet Aug 7 Ord Aug 2 
CRAWFURD, ALGEKNON GRAY, uation, Norfolk, Com- 
| mission Agent King's Lynn Pet July 15 Ord Aug 21 
| CupBy, WALTER CHARLES WILLIAM, Talywain, Mon, 
Builder Newport,Mon Pet Aug z2 Ord Aug 22 
FULLERTON, CHARLES, W ws Lancs, Wine Merchant 
Liverpool Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 26 
| Gury, THOMAS RICHARD, Whoriton, Durham 
oa Tres Pet Aug 22 ‘Ord Aug 22 
HALE, ARTHUR JAMES, Bournemouth, 
Poole Vet Aug z3 Ord Aug 23 
HAMMOND, EDWAKD JAMES, Ford, Devonport, Messman, 
Royal Navy Plymouth Pet Aug v3 Urd Aug 23 
HANSELMANN, HENRY, Wood st, Swiss Embroidery Mer- 
chant HighCuourt Pet Aug 2v O;d Aug 25 
JAGIELSKI, Victor, Dorset sq. Regenw’s Park, Doctor of 
Medicine High Court Pet Augl Ord Aug 22 
JONES, THOMAS, OWEN, Swansea, Fiuiterer Swansea Pet 
Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 
KNIGuT,, ATHELSTAN ALFRED ALLEN, High Court Pet 
June 3» Ord Aug 20 
LOBLEY, JOHN THOMAS, Preston, Lancs, 
Ageut Preston Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 
NORMAN, WILLIAM, Dalton le Dale, Murton, Durham, 
Farmer Sunderland Pet Aug 21 Ord Aug 21 
PHILLIPS, PHILLIP, Merthyr Tydfil, Traveiling Draper 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Aug23 Ord Aug 28 
SMITH, WiLLIAM HENRY, Noits, Assistant Schoolmaster 
Nottingham Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 
STANTON, AUBREY MATTHEW, Moreton Pinkney, North- 
ampton, Dealer Banbury Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 2 
TOMASIN, ARTHUR HENRY, Kyde, I of W, Dental Operator 
Newport Pet Aug2l Ord Aug 21 
VIVIAN, Capt A W H, Linden gr, Nunhead High Court 
Pet July 22 Ord Aug 21 
Woprsnouss, A ©, Keusal rd High Court Pet June 27 
Ord Aug 21 
WooLFr, ALBERT EDWARD, Worle, Butcher 
Bridgwater Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 


upon 


Stockton 


Corn Merchant 


Commission 


Somerset, 





Solicitors” Brief Bags 


FROM 7/6 EACH. 
MMastrated List Free on application. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, Ltd. 


191 & 192, FLEET STRBET, LONDON,E.C, 




















